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DETAILED ACTION 



Request for Continued Examination 



1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on January 17 th , 2003 has been entered. Claims 1-9, 
11-14, 17-24, 27, 28, 33-37, 45-48 and 59-66 are currently pending in the application. An action 
on the RCE follows: 

2. It is noted to the applicant that the application does not disclose expressly the specific 
methods to clearly support the claimed methods, e.g., there are at least a drawing such as a flow 
chart (see 37 CFR 1 .83(a)) and a corresponding description to illustrate all the steps recited in the 
claimed njethod, so as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it 
is most nearly connected, to make and use the invention. 

Drawings 

3. The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1.83(a). The drawings must show all 
features of the invention specified in the claims . Therefore, the following claimed limitations 
must be shown or the feature(s) canceled from the claim(s): all steps recited in method claims 1, 

4. 8, 1 1, 27, 45, 48, 60, 61 and 64-66 must be shown in the drawing, e.g., a flow chart or the 
like, for illustrating all steps recited in these method claims. Furthermore, the drawing must show 
the claimed features, "a system state" and "a previous state", as recited in claims 1 and 17, "data 
representing available functions to be executed" as recited in claims 4, 8, 1 1 and 48, "the 
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previous used state of the first user comprises one of a screen last viewed, time of day or night 
the first user logged-on or logged-off, a content data displayed, a selection made and a 
navigation history used" as recited in claim 13, "an initial system state" recited in claim 22, "a 
representation of the system state" recited in claim 23, "a default state" recited in claim 24, "a 
first set of functionality", "a first system state", "a second system state" and "at least one 
factor", as recited in claim 27, "a default state" recited in claim 28, "a category of use" recited in 
claim 34, "a subject matter of activity within a category of use" recited in claim 35, "a second set 
of functionality" recited in claim 36, "a power down state" recited in claim 37, "a group user 
state" recited in claim 45, "a first user state" recited in claim 60, "a factor including a class, a 
log- in time, a category of use, a subject matter of user of the first user", "a default state", "a 
power down" and "a second user state", recited in claim 61 . No new matter should be entered. 

A proposed drawing correction or corrected drawings are required in reply to the 
Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. The objection to the drawings will 
not be held in abeyance. 

Claim Objections 

4. Claim 36 is objected to because of the following informalities: line 3, --state— should be 
inserted immediately after "system", so as to be consistent with the claimed feature in line 1 . 
Appropriate correction is required. 

5. Claim 61 is objected to because of the following informalities: line 6, —of the user- 
should be inserted immediately after "class", and , —activity— should be inserted immediately 
after "of user", so as to be consistent with the specification, page 14, lines 18-21. Appropriate 
correction is required. 
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6. Claim 64 is objected to because of the following informalities: line 1, "method" should 
be changed to -controller-, so as to be consistent with the claim 24. Appropriate correction is 
required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

7. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

8. Claims 1-9, 11-14, 45-48, 59-61, 63, 65 and 66 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first 
paragraph, as containing subject matter which was not described in the specification in such a 
way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the 
application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. 

As per claims 1-9, 1 1-14, 65 and 66, the application does not disclose the method of for 
accessing functionality of a consumer comprising accessing a second state of a controller, 
receiving bio-metric input of a first user, establishing a system state of the controller and 
providing access to functionality of the system state, as recited in independent claim 1 . The 
original disclosure, specifically from page 6, line 16 through page 7, line 2, discloses a method 
for controlling multi-user access to functionality of consumer devices comprising supplying bio- 
metric input of a first user, providing access to the functionality of consumer devices, supplying 
bio-metric input of a second user, and providing access to the functionality of consumer devices, 
and specifically page 7, lines 7-13, discloses a method for controlling multi-user access to 
functionality of consumer devices comprising providing a first user access to a first set of 
functionality of consumer devices, said controller in a first state associated with the identify of 
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the first user, and switching to a second state after being in the first state, said switching to the 
second state occurring at a time dependent upon at least the identity of the first user. However, 
the disclosure, specifically drawing, does not disclose expressly the method comprising all the 
steps in the manner as recited in independent claim 1 above. Additionally to claims 4, 8 and 1 1 , 
the step of displaying on the display area data representing available functions to be executed 
following the step of providing access to functionality of the system state is not properly 
described in the disclosure. Additionally to claim 65, the step of locking access to functionality 
of the system state after a time-out process following the step of providing access to functionality 
of the system state is not properly described in the disclosure. Additionally to claim 66, the step 
of manually logging-off access functionality of the system state following the step of providing 
access to functionality of the system state is not properly described in the disclosure. 

As per claims 45-48, 59, 60 and 63, the application does not disclose the claimed method 
of controlling multi-user access to functionality of a consumer device comprising all the steps in 
the manner as recited in independent claim 45. The disclosure, specifically from page 13, line 19 
through page 14, line 10, discloses that a group user such as "USER1+USER2" use the 
controller. However, the disclosure does not provide any specific method as recited in claim 
above. Moreover, the mentioned disclosure does not disclose expressly the claimed feature, 
"establishing a group user in response to a first bio-metric input and a second bio-metric input 
from said first and second users respectively", lines 5-6, i.e., the mentioned disclosure only 
teaching establishing a group user in response to a first bio-metric input from the first user or a 
second bio-metric input from the second user. Additionally to claim 48, the mentioned disclosure 
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does not disclose expressly the method including the step of displaying on the display area data 
representing available functions to be executed. 

As per claims 61 and 62, the application does not disclose the claimed method of 
controlling multi-user access to functionality of a consumer device comprising the steps in the 
maimer as recited in independent claim 61. The disclosure, specifically at page 14, lines 1 1-23, 
discloses that another feature that may be incorporated into the field of controller technology is 
the use of time-out algorithms which may incorporate factors such as the identity or class of the 
user, the time of day or night, the category of use, the category or subject matter of activity 
within a category of use, and during the time-out of the controller, the controller may enter into a 
default state, power down or switch to a state representing another user's preferences and/or 
privileges. However, the disclosure does not contain such description and details the specific 
method comprising the steps of logging on to a controller, and the step of incorporating an 
algorithm into the controller, as claimed. Moreover, regarding to the claimed feature, "an 
algorithm for determining an occurrence of a time-out", see claim 61, lines 4-5, the disclosure 
does not disclose expressly the algorithm for determining an occurrence of a time-out. 
9. Claims 13, 23, 24, 27, 28, 33-37 and 64 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, 
as containing subject matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to 
enable one skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to 
make and/or use the invention. 

Regarding to claim 13, the disclosure, when filed, does not contain sufficient information 
regarding to the claimed feature, "the previous used state of the first user comprises one of a 
screen last viewed, time of day or night the first user logged-on or logged-off, a content data 
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displayed, a selection made and a navigation history used", of claim 13 5 so as to enable one 
skilled in the pertinent art to make and use the claimed invention. The disclosure, specifically at 
page 12, lines 1-4, only discloses as much as recited in the claim above. However, the disclosure 
does not contain such drawing, description and details the state of time of day or night, the state 
of the first user logged-on or logged-off and etc., as recited in claim above, so as to enable one 
skilled in the pertinent art to make and use the claimed invention. See MPEP 608.01(p). 

Regarding to claim 23, the disclosure, when filed, does not contain sufficient information 
regarding to the claimed feature, "the controller is programmed to display a representation of the 
system state on the display", of claim 23, so as to enable one skilled in the pertinent art to make 
and use the claimed invention. The disclosure, specifically at page 2, lines 10-13, only discloses 
the controller may be programmed. However, the disclosure does not contain such description 
and details how the controller is programmed to display a representation of the system state on 
the display, as recited in claim above. 

Regarding to claims 24 and 64, the disclosure, when filed, does not contain sufficient 
information regarding to the claimed feature, "the system state represents a default state if the 
first user is a guest user", of claim 24, so as to enable one skilled in the pertinent art to make and 
use the claimed invention. The disclosure, specifically at page 15, first paragraph, only discloses 
that the default state may be desirable for guests and other users not known to the controller. 
However, the disclosure does not contain such description and details how the controller is 
programmed to recognize the first user being a guest. Furthermore, the independent claim 17, 
lines 4-6, recites "the controller, upon log-on by a first user, is programmed to enter a previous 
used state by the first user ... the first user", i.e., the first user must be known by the controller in 
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order to allow the log-on by the first user. Accordingly, the disclosure and the claimed invention 
of claim 24 above are not consistent, so as to so as to enable one skilled in the pertinent art to 
make and use the claimed invention. 

Regarding to claim 27, 28 and 33-37, the disclosure, when filed, does not contain 
sufficient information regarding to the claimed features, "switching to a second system state 
from the first system state at a time calculated by an algorithm which incorporates at least one 
factor other than the passage of a certain amount of time", of independent claim 27, "the at least 
one factor is a category of use associated with the consumer device" additionally recited in claim 
34, "the at least one factor is a subject matter of activity within a category of use associated with 
the consumer device" as additionally recited in claim 35. The disclosure, specifically at page 14, 
lines 1 1-23, discloses that another feature that may be incorporated into the field of controller 
technology is the use of time-out algorithms which incorporate factors other than merely the 
passage of a certain amount of time, and the time-out algorithm may incorporate factors such as 
the category of use, a subject matter of activity within a category of use, power down, the class 
of the user, the time of day or night, and etc.. However, the disclosure does not contain such 
description and details how the controller switches from one state to another state at a time 
calculated by an algorithm, i.e., how the calculated time relates with the category of use, a 
subject matter of activity within a category of use, power down, the class of the user, the time of 
day or night, and etc., and how the algorithms incorporating the category of use, a subject matter 
of activity within a category of use, power down, the class of the user, the time of day or night, 
and etc., may be incorporated in the controller. 
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10. Due to the rejections under 35 USC 112, first paragraph above, the following art 
rejections are based as best understood by the examiner. 



1 1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 



12. Claims 1-4, 9, 1 1-14, 17, 18, 20-24, 27, 28, 33-37, 45-48 and 59-66 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Park (USPN: 5,990,803, cited in IDS filed 06/05/2001 
entered as paper No. 2) in view of Merjanian (USPN: 5,920,642, cited in IDS filed 06/05/2001 
entered as paper No. 2) and further in view of Applicant's Admitted Prior Art, herein after 



As per claims 1-4, 9, 11-14, 17, 18, 20-23, 27, 33-37, 45-48, 59-61, 63, 65 and 66, Park 
discloses a hand-held controller and an associated method for accessing functionality of 
consumer devices such as a television and other appliances, the controller (see fig. 1) comprising 
a fingerprint recognizer (120) (corresponding to the claimed bio-metric input component) for 
receiving a fingerprint pattern from a user, a display (150) (corresponding to the claimed 
graphical display) for displaying on the display data representing available functions to be 
executed, and a menu selector (110) comprising a menu key and a selection key (col. 2, lines 33- 
37) (corresponding to the claimed plurality of physical actuating buttons), wherein an access to 
the functionality of the consumer devices by the use of the controller is dependent upon the bio- 
metric input from the authorized user (fig 2). Park further discloses the fingerprint recognizer 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



AAPA. 
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including a memory EPROM for storing initially fingerprint pattern of the authorized person 
(col. 2, lines 28-29, col. 3, lines 1-1 5), but Park is silent on a number of users. Accordingly, Park 
discloses the claimed subject matter except for accessing to functionality by a number of users 
and establishing the states of the controller when using by different users or upon log-on by a 
first user. 

However, Merjanian discloses a related hand-held controller, wherein a first user may 
allow to access a first set of functionality upon an identity of the first user determined by the 
controller based upon input to the controller from the first user, a second user may allow to 
access a second set of functionality upon an identity of the second user determined by the 
controller based upon input to the controller from the second user and so on (column 3, lines 27- 
53). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to utilize the capability of 
multi-user access to functionality of the consumer device, as taught by Merjanian (col. 3, lines 
27-53) in the hand-held controller of Park because this would allow a plurality of the users 
accessing to functionality of consumer device. However, the combination of Park and Merjanian 
does not disclose expressly establishing the states of the controller when using by different users 
or upon log-on by a first user, as claimed. 

However, AAPA discloses that a system, which inherently comprises a controller 
programmed to present a user upon log-on thereto, a system state being the previous system state 
of the controller that was in effect at the end of a previous use of the controller by the user, is 
well-known to one of ordinary skill in the art (page 3, line 20 through page 4, line 7). Further, for 
first example, the first user previously caused the controller establishing a previous system state, 
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e.g., a state of displaying a letter "A", then the second user accessed the controller without a need 
of log-on (since the first user did not log off the controller) and caused a letter "B" displayed on 
the display, so as to cause the controller having a system state, a state of displaying a letter 
"B", different than the previous system state, i.e., a state of displaying a letter "A" . After 
that, the second user manually restored the first user's previous state, i.e., a state of displaying a 
letter "A", and locked the controller either manually or automatically, after some delay time. 
When the first user logs back on to the controller, the controller establishes a current system 
state, which is the same as the previous state, i.e., a state of displaying a letter "A" . 
Accordingly, AAPA discloses the claimed feature, "establishing a current system state of the 
controller similar to or being the previous system state" as recited in the claims. It would have 
been obvious at the time of the invention was made to utilize of AAPA's teachings, as discussed 
above, in the hand-held controller of Park in view of Merjanian, i.e., programming the controller 
capable of establishing a system state being the previous system state of the controller that was in 
effect at the end of a previous use of the controller by the user, because this would allow the user 
immediately logging back to the previous state at any time, thereby avoiding the unnecessary 
waste time. 

Regarding to claims 24, 28, 62 and 64, Merjanian further teaches the controller having a 
state to prevent use of the controller for accessing pay-per-view programming (col. 3, lines 39- 
47). These claims are therefore rejected for the reason as set forth above. 

13. Claims 5-8 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Park in 
view of Merjanian and AAPA, and further in view of Sirbu (USPN: 6,070,796, cited in IDS 
filed 06/05/2001 entered as paper No. 2). 
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As per claims above, as described above, Park in view of Merjanian and AAPA discloses 
the claimed subject matter except that the bio-metric input component is a microphone and the 
bio-metric input comprises the voice data, as claimed. 

However, Sirbu discloses a related hand-held controller comprising a bio-metric input 
component which is a microphone (MIC) and a bio-metric input to a microphone comprising 
voice data (fig. 7, col. 7, line 48 - col. 8, line 32). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to substitute the fingerprint pad of Park or to 
provide the hand-held controller of Park with the microphone of Sirbu, because this would 
provide a user, especially for a user having an injured finger, another convenient means to 
control the access of the functionality of the consumer device, as taught by Sirbu (col. 29-32). 

Response to Arguments 
14. Applicant's argument filed "In the present invention, the drawings ... are not necessary 
for the understanding of the subject matter sought to be patented . . . drawings", has been fully 
considered but it is not persuasive, because in the instant case, the original disclosure, without 
the drawings, specifically from page 6, line 16 through page 7, line 2, discloses a method for 
controlling multi-user access to functionality of consumer devices comprising supplying bio- 
metric input of a first user, providing access to the functionality of consumer devices, supplying 
bio-metric input of a second user, and providing access to the functionality of consumer devices, 
and specifically page 7, lines 7-13, discloses a method for controlling multi-user access to 
functionality of consumer devices comprising providing a first user access to a first set of 
functionality of consumer devices, said controller in a first state associated with the identify of 
the first user, and switching to a second state after being in the first state, said switching to the 
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second state occurring at a time dependent upon at least the identity of the first user. However, 
the claimed methods comprise many other steps which are not disclosed in the above mentioned 
disclosure, and the original disclosure does not describe the order of steps in the claimed 
methods, so as to enable one skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly 
connected, to make and/or use the invention and/or to reasonably convey to one skilled in the 
relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the 
claimed invention. Furthermore, under 37 CFR 1.83(a), the drawings must show all features of 
the invention specified in the claims or the feature(s) canceled from the claim. For the above 
reasons, it is believed that the drawing objection should be sustained. 

15. Applicant's argument with respect to the rejection under 35 USC 112, first paragraph, 
please see the new rejection above. 

16. Applicant's argument filed "Park, Merjanian and AAPA, taken alone or in combination, 
do not disclose, suggest, or render obvious establishing a system state being a previous used state 
by the first user", has been fully considered but it is not persuasive, because as discussed in detail 
rejection above, AAPA further discloses that a system, which inherently comprises a controller 
programmed to present a user upon log-on thereto, a system state being the previous system state 
of the controller that was in effect at the end of a previous use of the controller by the user, is 
well-known to one of ordinary skill in the art (page 3, line 20 through page 4, line 7). Further, for 
first example, the first user previously caused the controller establishing a previous system state, 
e.g., a state of displaying a letter "A 55 , then the second user accessed the controller without a need 
of log-on (since the first user did not log off the controller) and caused a letter "B" displayed on 
the display, so as to cause the controller having a system state, a state of displaying a letter 
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"B'\ different than the previous system state, i.e., a state of displaying a letter "A" . After 
that, the second user manually restored the first user's previous state, i.e., a state of displaying a 
letter "A", and locked the controller either manually or automatically, after some delay time. 
When the first user logs back on to the controller, the controller establishes a current system 
state, which is the same as the previous state, i.e., a state of displaying a letter "A" . 
Accordingly, AAPA discloses the claimed feature, "establishing a current system state of the 
controller being a previous system state". For the above reasons, it is believed that the rejections 
under 35 USC 103(a) should be sustained. 

Conclusion 

17. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jimmy H. Nguyen whose telephone number is (703) 306-5422. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday, 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Bipin Shalwala can be reached at (703) 305-4938. 
Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

or faxed to: 

(703) 872-9314 (for Technology Center 2600 only) 

Hand-delivered responses should be brought to Crystal Park II, 2121 Crystal Drive, 
Arlington, VA, Sixth Floor (Receptionist). 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the Technology Center 2600 Customer Service Office whose telephone 
number is (703) 306-0377. 

JHN 

April 6, 2003 




